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my colleagues to support it so that we
may proceed with general debate and
consideration of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may consume.

Mr. Speaker, I thank my colleague
and my friend the gentleman from
Georgia (Mr. LINDER) for yielding me
the customary time.

Mr. Speaker, the resolution before us
is the 20th continuing resolution this
year. That means that 20 times we
have had to pass stop-gap spending
measures, these measures to keep the
Federal Government running, despite
my Republican colleagues’ inability to
finish the appropriations bills on time.

Mr. Speaker, it is about time my Re-
publican colleagues finished.

The fiscal year began October 1,
which means that Congress was to have
finished the 13 appropriations bills and
have them signed into law by that day
some 21⁄2 months ago.

Instead, Mr. Speaker, my Republican
colleagues continue to make virtually
no progress on the unfinished appro-
priations bills and, instead, pass con-
tinuing resolution after continuing res-
olution.

But it really does not have to be that
way, Mr. Speaker. Republican and
Democratic appropriators and the
President have reached bipartisan
agreement. That agreement could have
made record increases in educational
funding, would have helped local school
districts hire 12,000 more teachers to
reduce class size, it would have pro-
vided money to repair thousands of
schools that are falling apart, it would
have also expanded after-school pro-
grams for nearly one million children,
and it would have improved Pell
Grants and Head Start.

But the Republican leadership does
not want us to continue that agree-
ment at this time. Instead, they want
to go back to the drawing board.

But, Mr. Speaker. I have to say that
patience is growing short. If this 4-day
continuing resolution does not settle
the issues once and for all, I suspect
that Members will be less likely to
agree to another continuing resolution.

So I wish my Republican and Demo-
cratic colleagues good luck in the ne-
gotiations.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

Mr. LINDER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
back the balance of my time, and I
move the previous question on the res-
olution.

The previous question was ordered.
The resolution was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on

the table.
f
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GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in

which to revise and extend their re-
marks on H.J. Res. 129, and that I may
include tabular and extraneous mate-
rial.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.
f

FURTHER CONTINUING APPRO-
PRIATIONS, FISCAL YEAR 2001

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to House Resolution 670, I call
up the joint resolution (H.J. Res. 129)
making further continuing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year 2001, and for
other purposes, and ask for its imme-
diate consideration in the House.

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

The text of House Joint Resolution
129 is as follows:

H.J. RES. 129
Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in
Congress assembled, That Public Law 106–275,
is further amended by striking the date spec-
ified in section 106(c) and inserting ‘‘Decem-
ber 15, 2000’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to House Resolution 670, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and
the gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr.
OBEY) each will control 30 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG).

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, H.J. Res. 129 extends
the continuing resolution that we have
been passing on a regular basis until
Friday of this week. I come to the floor
today with more optimism than I have
in quite a while, Mr. Speaker. There
was another meeting with the Presi-
dent this afternoon with the bicameral
leadership, Republicans and Demo-
crats, and I have reason to believe that
much progress was made. I really be-
lieve that by Thursday morning, if
Members are able to be back by Thurs-
day morning, we will have a package to
vote on.

So I hope that we will pass this CR to
give us time to accomplish that.

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of
my time.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. This
is the 20th time, two-zero, the 20th
time that the gentleman from Florida
(Mr. YOUNG) and I have been forced to
come to the floor and ask the Congress
for an extension to keep the Govern-
ment open while others in this institu-
tion and in the other body and folks in
the administration decide what the
budget ought to eventually look like
by considering only macroeconomic
numbers. After there is agreement be-
tween the leadership and the White
House, I assume that we will be asked
to work out how that money is allo-
cated.

So, in my view, the House leadership
will be able to talk in very bright

terms about what they have accom-
plished in macroeconomic terms, and
then we will be asked to make the im-
possible choices within the dollar lim-
its that are being suggested by the
leadership around here. I cannot begin
to tell the House how many times I
have received letters from Members of
this House, including the leadership on
both sides of the aisle, asking that we
increase funding for AIDS, special edu-
cation, National Institutes of Health,
title VI block grants, LIHEAP, Low-In-
come Heating Assistance Program. I
cannot tell you how many times I have
received letters asking us to vote for
increases in those programs and de-
manding that we bring to this floor
what they refer to as full funding for
some of these programs, while at the
same time those same Members vote
and those same leaders demand that we
provide an overall number for the bill
which makes our ability to produce
what they ask for at the micro-level an
almost impossible act. That in my view
is what is happening here.

I am not going to vote for this con-
tinuing resolution. Not because the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG)
has not done his job, he and I were here
all weekend, but because I believe that
the numbers that will be produced in
the end will have virtually no room for
some of the main priorities which a lot
of Members in this body claim that
they have. I think that when people
put together an agreement about what
the overall spending number ought to
be in the Labor-Health-Education bill,
for instance, that they ought to have
some idea what that number will really
mean in terms of its impact on low-in-
come heating assistance, its impact on
the National Institutes of Health, its
impact on Pell grants, its impact on
special education, its impact on Head
Start, its impact on child care, and its
impact on a whole range of programs.

Yet I think the way that this is pro-
ceeding, we are going to have a take-it-
or-leave-it proposition, where the over-
all number is going to be agreed to, and
then people like the gentleman from Il-
linois (Mr. PORTER) and the gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) and I are
then going to have to take Members
aside one by one and explain to them
why we cannot provide the increases
for NIH that we promised the country
in the campaign we were going to pro-
vide, why we cannot provide the in-
creases in the Pell grants that we told
people we were going to provide, why
we cannot provide the funding for spe-
cial education that we told people we
were going to provide. We have got a
winter coming where the Federal con-
tribution to help low-income elderly
pay their home heating bills will drop
by about 50 percent as a percentage of
those folks’ income because of the rap-
idly rising energy costs; and yet this
bill is going to be asked to savage that
program in the out years.

And this has all come about because
we are told by a number of Members on
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that side of the aisle that the agree-
ment that was reached before the elec-
tion is somehow too rich. I want to
compare what that agreement would
have done with Labor-H, with all the
health and education and job programs,
what that would have done with what
we did in some other bills.

This Congress passed an agriculture
bill which was 2 percent above the
President’s request. This Congress
passed an energy and water bill which
was almost a billion dollars above the
President’s request. It passed an Inte-
rior appropriations bill which was $2.5
billion above the President’s request,
15 percent above the President’s re-
quest. It passed a transportation bill
which is $2.3 billion above the Presi-
dent’s request.

And now we are being told that we
have committed a mortal sin and we
are all going to go to hell because we
passed a Labor-Health-Education pro-
gram that was a few billion dollars
above the President’s request. I make
no apology for that. I make no apology
for that. I think that those increases
when compared to the increases in the
energy and water bill or in the trans-
portation bill are eminently defensible.
Yet we are being told now, oh, we don’t
have enough room. We may add 7 or
$800 million in more money for the
Middle East; but, no, if we do, we have
got to take that money out of edu-
cation and health and worker protec-
tion programs. I have a funny feeling
that is not going to go down well with
the American people.

I do not have any objection to our
meeting our international responsibil-
ities in the Middle East or any other
area of the world, but I do think that if
that is financed out of reductions in
the people’s bill for programs here at
home, that that action will unneces-
sarily turn even more people in this
country toward an isolationist track.
And I think it will encourage more peo-
ple out of frustration to say, Well, if we
have to make those kinds of choices,
then I’m not for providing funding for
various regions of the world. That is
the proposition that we are going to be
backed into.

I apologize to the House for taking
this time. No, I do not. I do not apolo-
gize at all for taking this time. Be-
cause we were told that this debate
would come up at 6, and instead it has
come up at 5, so almost no one is here
to discuss it. I really have not had a
chance to think through what a more
thoughtful response would be if I had
an hour to look at what is going on
around this town. But I do want to say
that I think that this process of ex-
tending continuing resolutions time
and time and time again has served
only one purpose. It has enabled the
majority party leadership to avoid vot-
ing on education and health until after
the election. And having now escaped
the election season, it is now free to
pursue the cuts that it apparently
wants to pursue in those programs. I
think that that is unfortunate.

So I will vote against this resolution.
I do not expect that there will be many
people who will. But I do not think I
am going to like the kind of priorities
that are going to come out of this
shakedown. And this has been a shake-
down. This is what it has been. I do not
think I am going to like the priorities
very much when I see that we are going
to be asked to squeeze these programs
because we have at an earlier date on
other bills provided very large in-
creases in the President’s budget, and
now people seem to feel that we have
to recoup that on this bill. I just do not
happen to agree with that.

When I was walking the streets in
Wisconsin Rapids or Wausau or Supe-
rior, Chippewa Falls or anywhere else,
I did not find many people who were
asking me to have large increases in
military spending, to have large in-
creases in the transportation budget,
to have large increases in Interior
while we were neglecting our child care
needs, our family planning needs, our
National Institutes of Health and med-
ical research needs. The gentleman
from Florida (Mr. YOUNG) has provided
a lot of needed leadership in the de-
fense area, for instance, on the Sub-
committee on Defense in providing
supplemental funding for health pro-
grams, for bone marrow transplant and
other programs.

I am simply going to vote against
this continuing resolution because I
think that it is simply giving people
more time to do bad things.

b 1730

That is not my bag.
Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,

I yield myself 2 minutes.
Mr. Speaker, I first want to confirm

what the gentleman from Wisconsin
(Mr. OBEY) said, that he and I were
here this weekend. In fact, we commu-
nicated with each other throughout the
weekend just in the event that we had
some agreement between the legisla-
tive leadership and the White House so
that we could begin to complete the
bill.

I have been briefed by my leadership,
and I believe that the gentleman from
Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) has been briefed
by his leadership. My understanding is
that the agreement would be substan-
tially higher than the House passed
Labor HHS bill, and that it is higher
than the President’s actual request. I
believe that if we come together in a
bipartisan fashion here, that the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY) and
I and the gentleman from Illinois (Mr.
PORTER), who is the very distinguished
chairman of the subcommittee, will be
able to fashion a bill within that over-
all number. We will be able to guar-
antee that the promise that we made
to medical research through NIH can
be and will be kept; and that the prom-
ise we made in increasing the edu-
cational funding can and will be kept.

So we have some work to do between
now and hopefully the day that we are
going to have the vote on this bill,

which we hope will be on Thursday
morning. The gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) and the gentleman
from Illinois (Mr. PORTER) and I have a
lot of work to do and with our counter-
parts in the other body, but I am satis-
fied that we can do it. Everybody, I be-
lieve, wants to get this job done and we
are going to produce a bill here that
probably everyone could look at and
say, gee, I do not like this or I do not
like that; but there will be a lot of
good in this bill that I do like.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 minutes to the
gentlewoman from Connecticut (Mrs.
JOHNSON).

Mrs. JOHNSON of Connecticut. Mr.
Speaker, I thank my colleague, the
gentleman from Florida (Mr. YOUNG),
for yielding me this time.

Mr. Speaker, I came to the floor be-
cause I want to remind the Members,
and I hope to remind the White House,
that it is time that we wrap up our
business. It is very important that we,
as a body, deliver to the executive
branch a plan for spending and for
funding the priorities of the next year.

I wanted to remind my colleagues
that while there is some debate about
the exact level, it is a rather minor
number of millions and billions that
have to be dealt with; that, in fact, in
this bill are many, many things that
many of us have fought long and hard
for. There is a big increase in funding
for teacher quality. Now that we know
more about the lack of certified teach-
ers in many of our classrooms, the lack
of subject matter preparation of many
of our teachers, particularly in the
inner cities, it is really imperative that
we pass a budget that puts that money
out there so we can make some of the
progress in public education that we
know needs to be made.

In this bill is 575 million more dollars
for after-school programs, and I would
like to say that in my little town of
Enfield, the Enfield after-school care
program that provides after-school
care for only at-risk children has al-
ready had 10 of its children referred to
DT out of our children family agency
for neglect. This will be the security of
these children as they move through a
difficult time in their families and
hopefully be the difference between
these children. These are K through 6
kids. These are not high school kids.
Six of the kids have already been re-
ferred to a juvenile review board only
in the first 3 months of the school year.
These really are at-risk kids, and this
wonderful program has given these
kids stability, is helping them improve
their school performance and will be
their security and their ticket out of
juvenile crime, under achievement, low
self-esteem and catastrophic con-
sequences.

Also in this legislation is a signifi-
cant increase in the child care block
grant. This body prided itself on pass-
ing welfare reform, but if we do not do
things like we are doing this year, and
this bill is $817 million more for those
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very child care certificates that work-
ing women coming off of welfare de-
pend upon, if we cannot provide child
care subsidies to a woman coming off
of welfare into a roughly minimum
wage job or just above she is not going
to make it; not because she is not try-
ing but because she has such heavy
child care costs that she could not pos-
sibly make it on those entry level sala-
ries.

So in this bill we are following
through on many initiatives in human
services, in education, that do, in fact,
give our people the support and the op-
portunity, whether they are children or
adults, that frankly this body has
striven long and hard to create on a bi-
partisan basis.

So I would urge my colleagues to re-
member that in here is fuel assistance,
a big increase for fuel assistance, going
into a winter when we know things are
going to be very tough; health care;
education, and it is our responsibility
to pass it.

I would also remind my colleagues
that it is going to be well over the
President’s request, over anything this
House passed, and so we have the abil-
ity to rationally agree on some modest
reductions from one agreed-on level
and get this bill to the President. I
hope that we can get an agreement be-
fore he leaves for Ireland so by the
time he gets back we will have it
passed and his signature on it very
promptly. We owe it to those people
who work for our government so they
can deliver consistent quality service
in a knowing, established context of
supported funding.

I thank the gentlemen for their hard
work on both sides of the aisle, and I
ask that we move forward and this be
the last CR we be asked to support be-
cause I will support it only reluctantly.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2
minutes to the distinguished gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. ROEMER).

Mr. ROEMER. Mr. Speaker, I thank
my friend, the gentleman from Wis-
consin (Mr. OBEY) for yielding me this
time.

Mr. Speaker, I know there might be
some debate between the floor and the
parliamentarian’s office today and may
demand a recount as to how many CRs
we have done in this Congress. Is it 19
or is it 20? I hear from the parliamen-
tarian’s office it is 19. Regardless if it
is 19 or it is 20, that is an all-time
record in the history of Congress. That
is a record that I do not think there
will be a single press release on back in
our districts. That is a record that I do
not think we are too proud of, and that
is a record I do not think future Con-
gresses are going to want to break.

We need in the future to not only
come together in this 106th Congress
on an agreement on the budget but we
need to do it in a bipartisan manner.

The second point I want to make is
that when we do reach a bipartisan
agreement on some of the most impor-
tant issues that we handle in the 106th
Congress, we should look at how these

issues are treated in the waning days of
this 106th Congress. How does this
budget treat education with Pell
grants? As education and the cost of
education becomes more important and
higher in costs, we want to make sure
we get Pell grants to those that need
it.

The second issue is how this budget
treats the poor. In my home State of
Indiana, we have seen natural gas
prices go up by 50 percent, and our fam-
ilies are having a tough time, as it is
snowing right now back in the Mid-
west, affording much of this. This
budget deals with that. Let us look at
how we treat LIHEAP.

Thirdly, the NIH budget, how do we
treat research for Alzheimer’s, re-
search for Parkinson’s, research on
cancer? These are three issues that are
highly important to me and my con-
stituents and highly important to the
country, and I hope we will arrive at a
bipartisan solution in this Congress.

Mr. OBEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no
other requests to speak on this turkey,
and so I yield back the balance of my
time.

Mr. YOUNG of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Speaker, I would just suggest
that, whether we like it or not, we need
to vote for this continuing resolution
today. As I said earlier, I hold out the
hope and I am very optimistic that now
that our leadership has arrived at an
agreement with the President that the
gentleman from Wisconsin (Mr. OBEY),
the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. POR-
TER), and I are going to be able to work
out a bipartisan solution that will take
care of most of the concerns that we
have heard expressed on this bill
throughout the season.

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance
of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). All time for debate has ex-
pired.

The joint resolution is considered as
having been read for amendment.

Pursuant to House Resolution 670,
the previous question is ordered.

The question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the joint resolu-
tion.

The joint resolution was ordered to
be engrossed and read a third time, was
read the third time, and passed, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

f

INTELLIGENCE AUTHORIZATION
ACT FOR FISCAL YEAR 2001

Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 5630) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2001
for intelligence and intelligence-re-
lated activities of the United States
Government, the Community Manage-
ment Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Dis-
ability System, and for other purposes,
with Senate amendments thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendments.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) will
suspend temporarily while we consult
with the minority.

b 1745
Mr. GOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-

mous consent to take from the Speak-
er’s table the bill (H.R. 5630) to author-
ize appropriations for fiscal year 2001
for intelligence and intelligence-re-
lated activities of the United States
Government, the Community Manage-
ment Account, and the Central Intel-
ligence Agency Retirement and Dis-
ability System, and for other purposes,
with Senate amendments thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-

ments, as follows:
Senate amendments:
Page 3, in the table of contents, strike out

‘‘Sec. 501. Contracting authority for the Na-
tional Reconnaissance Office.’’

Page 3, in the table of contents, strike out
‘‘502’’ and insert ‘‘501’’.

Page 3, in the table of contents, strike out
‘‘503’’ and insert ‘‘502’’.

Page 48, strike out lines 4 through 16.
Page 48, line 17, strike out ‘‘502’’ and insert

‘‘501’’.
Page 49, line 7, strike out ‘‘503’’ and insert

‘‘502’’.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. GOSS) so he
might explain more fully how the legis-
lation covered by his unanimous con-
sent request differs from the bill sent
to the Senate on November 13, 2000.

Mr. GOSS. I thank the gentlewoman
for yielding to me, Mr. Speaker. I am
very happy to explain to her why on
December 11 the House is again consid-
ering the Intelligence Authorization
Act for Fiscal Year 2001.

As Members will recall, the President
vetoed an earlier version of the legisla-
tion on November 4. In doing so, the
President indicated that his objections
were limited to a single section of the
bill, the so-called ‘‘leaks provision,’’
and he asked Congress to return the
same bill to him with the ‘‘leaks provi-
sion’’ deleted.

It had been my hope to do exactly
that. In fact, the day the veto message
was received by the House, Mr. DIXON,
the gentleman from California (Mr.
LEWIS), and I introduced H.R. 5630, a
bill identical to the previous con-
ference report, save for the leaks provi-
sion, which was removed in its en-
tirety.

The same day the House passed H.R.
5630 and sent it to the Senate for what
I had hoped would be speedy consider-
ation, passage, and transmittal to the
President for his signature.

I am deeply disappointed that this is
not exactly what transpired. The other
body did last week pass H.R. 5630, but
in doing so removed an additional pro-
vision. That provision, which was
agreed to in our House-Senate con-
ference and approved by the full House
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